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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who 
have attained the age of 16 years. 

Display Conditions: 

Not Applicable. 

Descriptive Note: 

Contains violence and could have a negative effect on children. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on: Not Applicable. 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

The Board decided that this video recording depicts some of the matters set out in 
s3(3)(a), in particular, acts of torture, the infliction of serious physical harm and acts of 
significant cruelty (s3(3)(a)(i)). With respect to the matters set out in s.3(4), the 
dominant effect of this film is mildly engaging for adults. The impact of the medium in 
which the story is presented is significant in that it brings the horror genre into the living 
room. The purpose for which the film is intended to be used is entertainment, and the 
intended audience is likely to be teenagers and adults. 

The Board was concerned that this video would have a significant impact on children. 
It enters a child’s world, and is filled with the paraphernalia of childhood. There is a 
risk that children viewing this video would associate themselves with Andy and be 
traumatised by the actions of his evil doll Chucky. This is exactly the injury which an 
age restriction remedies. If a video is restricted to persons 16 years of age and older, 
then anyone under that age who views it, and anyone who allows anyone under that 
age to view it, commits an offence under si25 of the Act. The Board cannot impose a 
higher age restriction on a video because it suspects parents do not respect its current 
classification. If the classification enforcement system is not working, that is a matter 
for Parliament, not the Board, to consider. 

The Board did not find sufficient evidence of a link between this video and the 
triggering of a predisposition to violence in adults, particularly with respect to the 
murders of James Bulger and Suzanne Capper in the United Kingdom, and the murder 
of 35 people in Tasmania by Martin Bryant, as submitted by the applicant. 

The Board therefore classified Child’s Play 2 as objectionable unless its availability is 
restricted to persons 16 years of age and over. The Board also said that the public 
should be notified in strong terms of the likely negative effect the video will have on 
children if they are exposed to this video. 
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